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at which we have arrived. In the first place, we dp not
maintain the manifestly absurd proposition that Munici-
pal Law and International Law are the same in all
essentials, such points of difference as the existence of
definite sanctions and regular courts in the former and
':heir absence in the latter being trivial and unimportant.
Nor again do we affirm that there is any superhuman
virtue in states, whereby they are enabled to act up
to what is right in all cases, without the machinery of
coercion, which governments find so exceedingly useful
in restraining the evil passions of the unruly among their
subjects. On the contrary, we expressly declare in the
Sixth of these Essays, that the international society
formed of civilized states, is retarded in its development
by the lack of authoritative tribunals. The question is
not whether the system we call International Law
is similar in all respects to Municipal Law but
whether it is properly termed Law at all. It is
quite true that all the special pleading in the world
will not convince a man who has just dined off three
courses, that he has eaten six. But if that patent
fact is made an excuse for telling him that he
has not dined at all, he will probably consider his
interlocutor's ideas of a dinner too magnificent for
ordinary mortals. Now, just as the true definition of
Dinner may be wide enough to cover a meal of three
courses and a meal of six, so the true definition of Law
may be wide enough to include International Law as
well as Municipal Law. But neither the affirmative nor
the negative of this proposition is proved by shewing
conclusively that International Law lacks certain quali-
ties which Municipal Law possesses. Those who chal-
lenge the right of the former to the name it bears, must